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Buddhism and Its Christian Critics. By Dr. Paul Caros. Chi- 
cago : Open Court Publishing Co., 1897. Pp. 316, 8vo. 
Cloth, gi. 25. 

The reader who fears as thoroughgoing a polemic in this book as 
the title might indicate is doomed to a pleasant surprise. Only one 
of the six chapters (the last) is specifically polemic, though unfortu- 
nately the author's bias against Christianity is evident throughout. 

The volume is really a defense of Buddhism. The author's method 
is, first, to expound Buddhism, as he understands it ; second, to contrast 
with this exposition misrepresentations by Christian scholars. The first 
part he accomplishes in four chapters on the "Origin," the "Philosophy," 
the" Psychological Problem," and the "Basic Concepts of Buddhism." 
The fifth chapter compares Buddhism and Christianity in order to dis- 
cover in how many points they agree. Last comes the chapter for which 
the book was named and written, on "Christian Critics and Buddhism." 
A preface and a short conclusion make up the rest of the volume. 

It must be observed that the book shows no mark of the author's 
knowledge of Sanskrit or Pali. Every indication points to second-hand 
knowledge. This is urged, not as a reproach, but as a necessary factor 
in judging the book. In the present state of things, neither Dr. Carus 
nor any other can stand as an authority on Buddhism if he is not at 
home in the languages of Buddhist literature. The natural result of 
this second-hand knowledge is a lack of clearness in presentation. 
Thus the author, in stating the origin of Buddhism from Brahmanism, 
informs us (p. 14) that "the doctrines of Brahmanism are contained 
in their sacred writings, called the Vedas." He proceeds to say in the 
next sentence (on the purpose of sacrifice) that " We read in the Vishnu- 
purana" 1 etc. The uninformed might rashly infer from this that 
the Puranas are Vedas. Although the Puranas are sometimes called 
" the fifth Veda," because the Brahmans refer to them more than to 
the Vedas, yet they are no more Vedas than the Talmud is the Bible. 
Indeed, the Puranas play the same part in Brahmanism that the 
Talmud did in rabbinical Judaism. 

Again; the author declares that the Buddha did not really deny the 
existence of the soul, only " the existence of a hypothetical soul-subject " 
(p. 25). But on p. 292 he quoteswith approval from Monier Williams: 
" It (Buddhism) denied any eternal soul or Ego in man." In fact, so 
does our author juggle with "Atman " and " soul " that the rev ewer 

1 Italized bv the reviewer. 
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finds it impossible to discover just what Dr. Carus meaiis to assert or to 
deny of the Buddhist doctrine of the soul. Had Dr. Carus used the 
phrase "permanent individuality" and asserted that Gautama denied 
that, legerdemain would have been unnecessary. The denial of what 
we mean by " soul " was the foundation of the Buddha's system. 

Barring some obscurities, and omitting many unnecessary repetitions 
found in the book, the exposition of Buddhism given by Dr. Carus may 
stand as a fair setting forth of the principal points, though, to be sure, 
a better, clearer, and altogether more satisfactory account may be found 
in Rhys Davids' " Hibbert Lectures" or in his "American Lectures." 
In taking up the last chapter, we must concede that the author has 
just ground for complaint in Christian misrepresentation of ethnic and 
particularly Buddhist religion. Dr. Cust in England has been more 
severe even than Dr. Carus. And our author has said some good things 
in this chapter. Listen to him ! "I simply stand up for rigid justice, 
and would demand of every missionary a sympathetic comprehension 
of that religion which the people to whom he is sent have embraced." 
To which we say, Amen ! 

He then criticises several of the writers on ethnic religions, who 
come fairly enough under censure for lack of " sympathetic comprehen- 
sion." Among those whose partisanship is criticised are Du Bose, 
author of The Dragon, Image, and Demon, the Buddhist scholar R. Spence 
Hardy, Charles Gutzlaff, G. Voight, and Adolph Thomas ; even Sir 
Monier Williams has not escaped. Many of the points are well made. 
But, after all, the author shows himself as incapable of a " sympathetic 
comprehension " as those he censures for unfairness to Buddhism. He 
really proclaims himself a Buddhist, and puts himself beyond the 
possibility of a position sympathetic with Christianity. On p. 293 he 
quotes Monier Williams as follows: "[ Buddhism j refused to admit 
the existence of a personal Creator, .... it denied any eternal soul 
or ego in man ; .... it had no true idea of sin, or of the need of 
pardon, and it condemned man to suffer the consequences of his own 
sinful acts without hope of help from any Savior or Redeemer, and 
indeed from any being but himself." He then proceeds : "Now, as I 
understand Buddhism, all these drawbacks are its greatest glory; and 
if there is any truth in Christianity, Christianity also must possess these 
very same features." Of course, after that there is nothing more to say. 
If Christianity must become Buddhism — and that is the logical con- 
sequence, for the essence of Christianity is in what Buddhism denies — 
then there is an end to Christianity. 
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We wish the book had been couched in better English . For instance, 
why should we meet five times on one page the barbarism " mission- 
arize" ? The proof-reading is poorly done, errors are frequent. Apart 
from this the presswork is good and the binding neat. 

Geo. W. Gilmore. 

Bangor, Me. 



LITERARY NOTES. 

The last addition to "The Religion of Science Library" is Chinese 
Philosophy, by Paul Carus (Chicago : Open Court Publishing Co.; 
Jo. 25). In it is given in brief form the outlines of the chief philoso- 
phies, and it is illustrated with symbolical cuts. 

Messrs. Henry Holt & Co. will publish at once A Primer of the 
Bible, by Professor W. H. Bennett, M.A., of Hackney College, London, 
which is said to be a very compact and helpful manual for those who 
wish to study the Bible in the light of contemporary criticism. 

We have received from Longmans, Green & Co. a copy of the new 
issue of the Abridged Life of Jesus, by Alfred Edersheim {Jesus the 
Messiah; $1). The volume is too well known, even in shorter 
form, to require special discussion, but attention may be very well 
called to it once more. 

In Hints on Bible Study, John D. Wattles & Co. (Philadelphia, 
Pa.; $0.75) have gathered together in a little book a series of 
papers which have appeared occasionally during recent years in the 
Sunday School Times. These papers are by some of the most prominent 
of Bible scholars and should be in the hands of every Sunday-school 
teacher. They are naturally short and contain a good deal of valuable 
advice. 

In the new volume of "The Theological Educator," The Ritschlian 
Theology and the Evangelical Faith ( New York : Thomas Whittaker ; 
So. 7 5), Professor Orr has given a characteristically lucid criticism of 
the various Ritschlian positions in their relation to evangelical theol- 
ogy. He is not by any means over-friendly to the newer thought, but 
holds himself severely to as impartial a view as possible. While at 
times it may be he hardly gives the school the credit for all that it is 
worth, it must be said that there is no other presentation of the matter 
in English so well done or readable. 



